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REISSUE APPLICATION DECLARATION BY THE INVENTOR 

We, Andrew Mark Gutman, Aravind Sitaraman, Sampath Kumar Sthothra Bhasham and 
Kalpathi S. Suryanarayanari, sole inventors of United States Patent No. 6,298,383, 
declare that: 

1 . Our respective current residence city, mailing address and citizenship are stated below 
next our signatures. 

2. We believe that we are the original and first inventors of the subject matter which is 
described and claimed in United States Patent No. 6,298,383, granted October 2, 2001, 
and for which a reissue patent is sought on the invention entitled "Integration of 
Authentication Authorization and Accounting Service and Proxy Service" the 
specification of which is filed herewith. 
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3. We have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by the second preliminary amendment filed herewith. 

4. We acknowledge the duty to disclose information material to patentability as defined 
in37C.F.R. Sec. 1.56. 

5. All errors corrected in this reissue application arose without any deceptive intention 
on our part. 

6. We believe the original United States Patent No. 6,298,383 (the c 383 patent) to be 
partly or wholly inoperative or invalid by reason of our claiming less than we had the 
right to claim in the patent because we failed to fully appreciate the scope of our 
invention at the time we filed our original patent application. 

7. We believe the '383 patent to be partly or wholly inoperative or invalid by reason of 
our claiming less than we had the right to claim in the patent because we failed to 
communicate with our attorneys sufficiently so that we and our attorneys were able to 
fully appreciate the scope of our invention by the time of the original patent grant. 

8. The Statement of Status and Support for all Changes to the Claims Under 37 C.F.R. 
1.173(c) filed herewith is incorporated by reference as set forth fully herein. 

9. We believe the 383 patent to be partly or wholly inoperative by reason or errors noted 
and corrected in the Patent Specification and original patent Claims 1 - 30 in the Second 
Preliminary Amendment filed herewith and incorporated herein by reference as if set 
forth fully herein: 

a. Original patent Claims 4, 7, 13, 17, 21 and 25: "address" should read "addresses"; 

b. Original patent Claims 28 and 30: "said database" should read "said central database". 

10. At present original patent Claims 1 - 10 of the '383 patent are limited to a specific 
embodiment utilizing a publisher-subscriber system of information transmission used 
with the various embodiments we invented. We do not believe that our invention should 
be so limited and includes other aspects not previously presented, such as the multiple 
PoP configuration, accounting management and the like more precisely described in the 
proposed reissue Claims presented herewith. We have reviewed the application and the 
Zhang et al. reference (USP 6,1 19,160) cited in the office action of the application which 
became the f 383 patent and believe that they do not anticipate or render obvious the 
proposed reissue Claims. 

11. Specifically, the various additional reissue Claims that we would like to be allowed 
in this reissue application are outlined and discussed in detail below: 
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Reissue Claims 31-37 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 3 1 

Reissue Claim 31 is directed to a method for managing network access to a data 
communications network. A central database is maintained and used to configure 
separate AAA services at a first and a second PoP by transporting information over the 
data communications network from the central database to the databases associated with 
the AAA services. 

Reissue Claim 31 is narrower than cancelled original application Claim 5. It is narrower 
at least insofar as it contains limitations directed to multiple PoPs with remote AAAs 
configured from a central database. It is broader than original application Claim 6 (which 
became issued Claim 1) insofar as it does not specify the precise mechanism by which 
information is transmitted to configure the AAAs. Original application Claim 1 was a 
broad claim which the Examiner determined included in its scope the subject matter of 
Zhang et al. and the Admitted Prior Art (APA), i.e., AAAs configured at a PoP from a 
central database. Reissue Claim 31 is limited to a multi-PoP implementation not 
disclosed or taught by the APA or by Zhang et al. and is thus narrower in scope than 
original application Claim 5. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 31 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 31 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 3 1 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 32 - 37 

Reissue Claims 32 - 37 all depend from Reissue Claim 31 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 31 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 38-42 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 38 

Reissue Claim 38 is directed to a method for managing network access to a data 
communications network. A central database is maintained and used to configure 
multiple separate AAA services at a first and an AAA service at a second PoP by 
transporting information over the data communications network from the central database 
to the databases associated with the AAA services. 
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Reissue Claim 38 is narrower than cancelled original application Claim 21. It is narrower 
at least insofar as it contains limitations directed to multiple PoPs with remote AAAs 
configured from a central database. It is broader than original application Claim 22 
(which became issued Claim 6) insofar as it does not specify the precise mechanism by 
which information is transmitted to configure the AAAs. Original application Claim 21 
was a broad claim which the Examiner determined included in its scope the subject 
matter of Zhang et al. and the Admitted Prior Art (APA), i.e., AAAs configured at a PoP 
from a central database. Reissue Claim 38 is limited to a multi-PoP implementation not 
disclosed or taught by the APA or by Zhang et al. and is thus narrower in scope than 
original application Claim 21. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 38 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 38 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 38 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 39 - 42 

Reissue Claims 39 - 42 all depend from Reissue Claim 38 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 38 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 43 - 46 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 43 

Reissue Claim 43 is similar to issued Claim 1 1 except that it does not require a particular 
method of information transport such as the subscriber-publisher system described in 
issued Claim 11. It is thus broader than issued Claim 1 1 . 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 43 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 43 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 43 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 44 - 46 

Reissue Claims 44 - 46 all depend from Reissue Claim 43 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 43 to be allowable. 
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Reissue Claims 47 - 50 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 47 

Reissue Claim 47 is similar to issued Claim 15 except that it is narrower in that it requires 
the database checked for a remote AAA service to be associated with the one AAA 
service used. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 47 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 47 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 47 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 48 - 50 

Reissue Claims 48 - 50 all depend from Reissue Claim 47 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 47 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 5 1 - 54 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 51 

Reissue Claim 51 is similar to issued Claim 19 except that it is broader in that it does not 
require a specific form of information transport. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 51 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 51 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 51 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 52 - 54 

Reissue Claims 52 - 54 all depend from Reissue Claim 51 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 51 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 55-58 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 55 
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Reissue Claim 55 is similar to issued Claim 23, though it is narrower in that it contains 
the additional limitation regarding transmitting of updating information to the AAA 
service. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 55 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 55 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 55 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claims 56 - 58 

Reissue Claims 56 - 58 all depend from Reissue Claim 55 and we believe them to be 
allowable for at least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 55 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 59 - 60 

a. Independent Reissue Claim 59 

Reissue Claim 59 is similar to issued Claim 27, though it is broader in that it contains a 
limitation to a transmitter rather than a publisher to accomplish the information transport 
function. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 59 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 59 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 59 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claim 60 

Reissue Claim 60 depends from Reissue Claim 59 and we believe it to be allowable for at 
least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 59 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 61-62 

a. . Independent Reissue Claim 61 

Reissue Claim 61 is similar to issued Claim 29, though it is broader in that it contains a 
limitation to a transmitter rather than a publisher to accomplish the information transport 
function. 
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Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 61 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 61 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 61 is in condition for 
allowance. 

b. Dependent Reissue Claim 62 

Reissue Claim 62 depends from Reissue Claim 61 and we believe it to be allowable for at 
least the reasons that we believe Reissue Claim 61 to be allowable. 

Reissue Claims 63 - 73 

a. Independent Reissue Claims 63 - 64 

Reissue Claims 63 and 64 are both independent and recite subject matter generally 
similar to original patent claims in means plus function format. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claims 63 and 64 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claims 63 - 64 is not 
taught in the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claims 63 - 64 are in 
condition for allowance. 

b. Independent Reissue Claim 65 

Reissue Claim 65 is independent and claims the accounting aspect of the invention not 
previously claimed in means plus function format. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 65 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 65 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 65 is in condition for 
allowance. 

c. Independent Reissue Claim 66 

Reissue Claim 66 is independent and recites subject matter generally similar to original 
patent claims. 
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Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 66 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 66 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 66 is in condition for 
allowance. 

d. Independent Reissue Claim 67 

Reissue Claim 67 is independent and recited subject matter generally similar to original 
patent claims in means plus function format. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claim 67 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claim 67 is not taught in 
the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claim 67 is in condition for 
allowance. 

e. Independent Reissue Claims 68 - 73 

Reissue Claims 68 - 73 are independent claims directed to two-PoP versions of the 
invention. 

Our failure to fully appreciate the scope of our invention and to adequately communicate 
with our attorneys led to our failure to originally or subsequently claim the subject matter 
of Reissue Claims 68 - 73 prior to now. 

No new matter has been added and the subject matter of Reissue Claims 68 - 73 is not 
taught in the prior art. It is respectfully submitted that Reissue Claims 68 - 73 are in 
condition for allowance. 

12. We hereby declare that all statements made herein of our knowledge are true and that 
all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
made are punishable by fine and imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001, and 
that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of this application, any 
patent issuing thereon, or any patent to which this declaration is directed. 



8 



SIGNATURE PAGE: ANDREW MARK GUTMAN 



Docket No.: CISCO-8363 
(REISSUE OF CISCO-0737) 



Signature: 



Date: 




Mark Gutman 




<1 



.,2004 



Citizenship: 



U.S.A. 



Residence City: Foothill Ranch, California 



Mailing Address: 26 Saucito, Foothill Ranch, California 926 1 0 



9 



Ducket No.: GISCO-8.U» 
<R FISSUB OF CISCO-0717) 



SIGNATURE PAGB: ARAVIND SITARAMAN 



Signature; 



Amvind Sitaramoo 

Date: Qttl&^f .2004 

Citizenship: Indian 

Residence: Bangalore, Kamataka INDIA 



Mailing Address: 25 Nimbekkaipura Road, Virgo Nagar Post, B«n««lore, Kamataka, 
India 560049 



10 



Docket No.: CISCO-8363 
(REISSUE OF CISCO-0737) 



SIGNATURE PAGE: SAMPATH KUMAR STHOTHRA BHASHAM 



Signature: 



Sampatjp Ktumar Sthothra Bhasham 



Date: jJ2 f&jL- - 2QQ4 

Citizenship: Indian 

Residence: Santa Clara, California 

MaUing Address: 2460 Franciscan Court, Santa Clara, California 95051 



11 



f 

Docket No.: CISCO-8363 
(REISSUE OF CISCO-0737) 

SIGNATURE PAGE: KALPATHI S. SURYANARAYANAN 
Kalpathi S. Suiyanarayanan 

Qifkhr I 8^. 2004 

USA 

Cupertino, California 

7502 Donegal Drive, Cupertino, California 950 14 



Signature: 



Date: 



Citizenship: 



Residence: 



Mailing Address: 



12 



